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Abraham Werner, who had been charged with tI
baring In bis possession a large quantity of un- 0

stamped cigars, was held yesterday by Comrats- c<

aloner Shields to await the action or the Grund jjj
Jury. Defendant committed in default or $600 y

ball. b
Tbe offlclals or the United States Ctrcult Oonrt ]J{

are badly off lor adequate accommodation ror tbe ei

discharge or their duties. There is neither room &1

enough lor the filing away or the public records
nor hare tbe officers suitable apartments /or the tl
conduct of examinations in either civil or criminal
matters. This, however, will soon be remedied, p
as tbe expectation Is that tbe new Post Ofllce c<

bnildlug.the upper portion or wheh Is to be used 11
as lederal courts, offices, Ac..will be entirely £
finished and ready ror occupation early next tall, ci
When finished the new Post Ofllce will be both an ®

ornament and a credit to the city or New York, it r'
la built to last lor at least 1,000 years. 0
The trial or Victoria Woodhull, Tennie Claffin *

and James W. Blood, tor alleged libel, was com- tl
menccd yesterday In the General Sessions betoro a

City Judge Sutherland, some brief and uninter- £
eating testimony was taken, when the case went i<
over till this morning. Application for reduced ft
ball was refused. The prisoners, being unaiilo to °

tarnish the necessary ball, were remanded to the u
Tombs. JSome cases of burgiary and larceny ended In the
conviction and senteuce of the parties to various
terms of short imprisonment.

THE KING-0'.NEIL TRAGEDY. g
, 11

p|Continuation of the Testimony for 0
the I'rosccutlon.Kull Explanation of a
the Llivorce and Other Legal Com* -v
plications Leading to the Shooting. t.
Story of the Tragedy as Told by M
Kye-Witnesses. 'a

Now that the trial of James C. King for the ft
alleged murder of Anthony P. O'Xell has got n
fairly nnder way, the crowd thronging the court ^
room Is mach larger than heretofore. On the y
opening of the Court of Oyer and Terminer yester- a

day, Judge Brady on the bench, the rush to gain t:

admission revived recollections ol the eager k
crowds present at the trial of Stokes, Tweed and t
Genet. All the Jurors wore promptly In their ®

places, as likewise were Mr. Phelps, the District y
Attorney, and Mr. Lyons, his assistant. The K
prisoner, with the sauio apparent cool lndiffer-
ence, took bis accustomed seat, and cordially
greeted bis counsel, ex-Judge Beach, William F. *

Howe and John O. Mott, as, ono after another, ft
they came Into the court room. The prisoner's j
(lather was also present, as on the
previous dar, and so, too, was Mrs. *

O'Netl, the wife of the murdered man. Several
other ladles were also in attendance. Of course "
all were anxious to hear the further developments J?
ol the ease as revealed in the testimony or additionalwitnesses to be called for the prosecution. *
The principal witness was Mr. Oupignao. who *

teems, at one time or another, to have been em- r
ployed as counsel for nearly all the parties more
Immediately connected with the terrible tragedy. c
He gave a very clear and succinct statement of tbe
complication of difficulties leading to the shooting.
Other witnesses recited the particulars of the *

homicide, and some testimony was Introduced to d
show previous threats of King against the life of a

O'Nell. All the Important points of the testimony
irlU be found in the report of the day's proceed- M
lugs as given below, 11
IBS MXU1CAL EVIDENCE.TESTIMONY OP DR. COSH- Jl

MAN. I tl
Dr. Joseph Cushman, Deputy Coroner, testified w

that he made an examination o( the body of An- w
thony F. O'Nell; be lound a wound on the right pi
Side of the chest, between the second and third A
ribs; on opening tbe body he traced the wound n
through the upper looe of tbe right lung, through v
the right Bide of the heart, through the liver and al
Into the stomach, where he found a leadt-u bullet; r<
the direction of the woupd was inward and to the si
left; the entrance to the stomach was from the si
top; that wound was the cause of death. ai
Cross-examined by Mr. Beach.The ball went tt

through the soit parts; the point of entrance to the pi
body was one to three (perhaps three) inches s;i
higher than the point oi entrance to the stomach; u
supposing two persons of equal height, standing et
on a level, and one, holding the pistol horizontally, ol
fires at the otoer, 1 could not exactly tell the K
course the bullet would take or tbe angle. lo

TKJTIMONT OP FRANK i. DCPIQNAO. ri
Frank J. buplgnac was the next witness called.

Be testified as follows:.I am a lawyer, residing in M
this city; I have known the prisoner since the n<
summer ot 1869: at that time I was cleric in the m
office of Mr. Junes K. Hill, aud tt was there 1 made
Utc prisoner's acquaintance; I maae the acquaintanceof O'Nell m the summer of 1872; prior to that ti
time I bad acted professionally for the prisoner; to
ae employed me in February, and I ceased to act m
(or him In May: be had a conversation with me Jt
about the 1st or August, 1872, relative to bis dtttt- hi
cultles with Mrs. King; this was before I had met h<
Mr. O'Neil; 1 subsequently.about tbe 10th of oi
August, 1872.commenced to act as attorney (or ai
Mr. O'Neil; I bad never seen Mrs. King np to that n<
time; a suit was brought by Jesse Koullc against hi
Mr. King to reclaim furniture secreted at Mr. It
Ming's residence on the Erie road, and I repre- cl
sented Mr. Pontic; Mr. O'Nell bad something to In
do with the removal of tbe furniture iroin lurucr tt
station. d<

TILT DIVORCE STJTTS. hi
I was next counsel for Mrs. King In a suit for ui

divorce from tbe prisoner, and ror Mrs. O'Nell In oi
a salt of replevin by the prisoner to recover a tt
sewing machine from Mrs. O'Nell; then I repre- w
sented Mr. O'Nell on a complaint of subornation oi
01 perjury by Mr. King, and aiterwards in a suit
for divorce on the ground of adultery with Mr.
O'Nell, brought by the prisoner against Mrs. King: h<
I was oonusel lor Mrs. King; the suit for limited rx
divorce brought by Mrs. King was in September, O1
1802; on the 10th September, 1872, the prisoner c<
commenced a suit lor absolute divorce against hi
her; on the f£h of October Mrs. King commenced g<
a suit for absolute divorce against him; the re- rc
plevln suit by the prisoner against Mrs. O'Nell, for ai
a sewing machine, w*h commenced in August, ri
and tbe complaint of King against O'Neil, which w
was tried in Jersey City, was commenced In hep- w
tember; there was a suit brought by Kong against bi
O'Nell, in Orange county, for seduction of his wife; in
I learned about this irom King.

o. What did he tell you about that suit: what se
+*T |j0 gay |III
The question was energetically objected to by at

the aeience, but win allowed by the Court.
A. lie told me lie instructed the uepuiy to arrest

O'Nell in presence of hla wife; that lie accouipa- at
Died the dijimy and O'Nell to the car; that ne sat Oi
behind them and had a pistol, and was prepared to te
shoot O'Nel] 1J.1; made anj attempt to escape or In
made any movement Vf-', furun snoomo. '

~I waa present on behalf oi Mrs. 0 Nell at the to
bearing beiore Judge Sutherland, November is, it
M73; Mr. aud Mrs. O'Nell aud Mrs. Foulke and her cc
Bister were present, Judge Sutherland's partner, nt
two stenographers, the prisoner, au oillce boy and tn
myaeli: there had been two hearings, at one of
which ttns prisoner was accompanied Of counsel, th
flora Brown, Hall A Vanderpoel's office, at tho ht
other he was not; there was a hearing on the 4th ptof November; tho prisoner came In, bowed to the st
witness, but did not rciuuin; the hearing on the ro
lBtn of November took place at one o'clock; the st
witnesses were there; after Mrs. Foulke was sworn thMr. King came in; she is the wife ol Jesse A. dlFoulke, residing In Brooklyn; the prisoner was Inalone; he carried a gold-headed light cane; on en- Intertng he looked at the wituesscH, and touk a seaton a reclining chair behind Judge Sutherland; lie Inatquiet all the time; at the conclusion of each aiwitness' examination, I asked him if ho desired sito cross-examine, and he raised his hand In a gen- IiUemanly manner and said, "Not now," or "No;" c<I think Judge Sutherland asked him if he Wouldcross-examine: I had a conversation with him atthe close, and I said the next hearing was flxed vifor Tuesday, and he Said "No, but Wednesday " wand Judge Sutherland auid it was Tuesday.ciWitness then described the order in which theywent down stairs, the ladiea in udvance; wane at tlthe head of the stairs Mr. O'Neil changed places, wend came last, the natural position coming down; tlthe last witness saw of the primmer in the room'toe wee sitting down; as witness was at the head mof the staircase he saw the prisoner com ng outof the door of uis o®c«; while going down stairs tl

NEW r<
ia wrme wrmess was about hair-way cown. |
ght stairs iroiu the top and twelve irom the botiiii.hohoard a pistol shot; Mr». O'Neil was about
tree stop* In advance ot witness at thin time; a
cond report caino very quickly, and there wan
longer Interval between the second and

ilrd shots; by this time witness had pot
> the bottom of tne stairs.Jnst before me third
101.and he saw Mr. O'Neil standing on the third
cp, with his left hand on the banister, his right
and on bis hip, and Mrs. o'Neil having a
old ol his right-arm; witness heard a remark
om Mrs. O'Neil, "That Is what you are after I" and
nmedtatelv the third shot was tired; bo next saw
rs. o'Neil supporting her husband at the bottom
the stairs; a Catholic priest was sent, lor, and

'Nell was baptized before ne died; did not see
te prisoner all this time; he did not sec him be-
luae he was looking at Mr. O'Neil all the time;
id not hear the prisoner make any remark; the
illowmg morning Judge Follerton, Mrs. O'Neil
ad witness loana iresh ballot marks on the wall,
ad. at the oot of the stairs, a hole la the casing
r the window.
Q. Old the prisoner, subsequent to the 15th of
ugust. say anything with regard to his wile In
innection with O'Neil 7
The defence objected, and Judge Brady disllowedthe question.

TUB PBIflOMm'8 TROCBLRS.
Witness.The prisoner wis in my office; he
liked about his troubles; this was about the 1st
r Aujrust; he took the pistol out ot his pocket
nd satd, "These folks had better look out or there
ould be shooting going on;" in that conversaonMr. O'Nell's name was mentioned.
Cross-examined by Mr. Beach.1 did not become
itimate Willi Mr. hang while 1 was in Mr. Hill's
(tlce; after I set up an office ot my own he used to
line there once tn a month or two; 1 lost sight of
tin lor a while, and then oar intimacy was reamedin 1871, and continued up to August, 1873,
hen the replevin suit against him was taken oat
y Mr. FoulWe; he did not consult me professlonllyoften alter that.sometimes on matters of his
usiness, sometimes on matters of local or genralinterests; he talked with me in July
bout some habeas corpus suits to searecustody of bis children; it was after
aly 15 that I learned from Mr. King
lat his wife had left his house with her children:
was within & day or two of the 15th or 18th of

illy that he spoke to me about the habeas corpus
roceedinga; ne did not consult me; our Intimacy
untlnued: our Intimacy began to break mr on
10 7th oi August, the uay alter Mr. O'Netl was
irested; Mr. Foulke employed me In his suit
galust King on the 9th oi August; King had three
tuldrou and a servant in Ula household at Turner's
tation; Mra King, as 1 learned rrom hearsay, was
l New Haven, the day Ueiore the furniture was
einoved irom King's house; I talked with Mr.
'Nell about conveying the furniture on the rail'ay;he was not at the removal from the house,nd gave no assistance toward it; among
tie articles seized was a grand piano ana
carriage and harness; he had tne carriage with
Is wiie and children at Jackson's, and afterward
t Long Branch, but ceased to keep horses In
^71; on the 19th of August I commenced an action
>r limited divorce against the prisoner, on behalf
1 Mrs. King, on the ground of cruelty; 1 was inrodneed to ber August 13, at the Grand central
epot; 1 went there by appointment with Mr.
oulke; no one was present but Mrs. Foulko and
Irs. King; It was at my omce I first consulted
ith Mr. O'Netl In regard to this separation salt;did not know or any
DIFKICUbTIBS BKTWEBN KINO AND HIS WOT

rlor to the replevin suit; as soon as this Bult comleuccdfor limited divorce Mr. O'Neli was dati.v
usying himself on behalf of Mrs. King; 1 knew
'otii Mr. King and Mr. U'Nell that Mrs. King was
'Hiillug tu Mr. O'Sell's house most or this time;
'Neil was about thirty years old aud King
bout tnirty-two; Mrs. King must be tMrty-flve
ears old; Mr. O'Neil was of gentlemanly address
nd intelligent; when we were all going together
j the suits tried in Jersey City he walked with
Irs. King; alter leaving Judge Sutherland's office,
nd while we were at the head or the stulrs, we alt
articipated in a conversation; 1 know John
l'owit, who was King's coachman; I obtained
om him letters which were given to him by Mr.
'Neil; I don't think I showed them to auy one;
have been active lu this prosecution; consulted
'ith tne District Attorney, suggosted witnesses
nd busied inysell in getting them; 1 am not reamedby liitn.
Re-examined by the District Attorney.After
ing's admission to the Bar be put up his sign;is was the day alter O'Ncll's arrest; Mrs. King,r er leaving her husbaud, resided in Mr. ritookreii'snouse at Turner's station: alter the suit
as commenced Mr. and Mrs. O'Neil and Mrs.
.lag sent to reside in New York; King got posessiouoi his children aud retained possession of
item up to the time oi the homicide.
TllK FKOCKKDLSUS BKKIKK JUDUB SUTHERLAND

terc part of the divorce suit, and were to recover
ustody of uer children; there was no open breach
i the business relations of King and me up to Mr.
oulke's replevin suit, but there was dissension.
Mr. Beach here, asked the witness (handing him
letter) was there any breach before you wrote
hat r A. Yes; he owed me money loaned.
q. Can you state auy indications on his part
om memory that yonr business relations were
rokeu oil beiore mat was written t The witness
ouid not.

_Mr. ueaca tbea reaa the letter. R was dated
uigust 12, and notified King that Mr. Dupignac
rould cease to act aa hU counsel, in consequence
f lila aaving employed other counsel in his bankuptcyproceedings.
rue Court here took a recess, and, If possible, on

tie reassembling of the Court, the room eras more
rowded than before.

TESTIMONY OF BOBBRT BONYNGE.
Robert Uonyuge, stenographer, testified that he
as waiting lor some other business In Judge
uther,aud'a office, November 18, 1878; when the
ivorce reference began he went awar to dinner
nd returned at two o'clock, and lound all the paresthere; saw them leave the room a lew minutes
iter the proceedings closed; then Mr. King and
tr. Dupignac had some dispute about tue day
xed for the next sitting, aud they referred to
udge Sutherland's diary; Mr. King was sitting all
to time; when all'toe other panics leit Mr. King
ent out hastily, closed the door alter him, and
itness. who remained inside, heard a reortand guessed that he was killing him; Mr.
dams, another stenographer, who was taking
otes on the King cuse, ran out aud Immediately
wo other shots were heard; almost Immediately
her the last shot the prisoner -returned to the
>om, with the pistol in his band and the barrels
nil smoking, and handed it to Judge Sutherland,
lying. "Here, Judge;" witness .ran down stairs
nd saw O'Nell lying at tUe loot; came back to
le room, and found tnat King had gone into the
rivaie room and locked the door; Mrs. O'Nell
ild to witness while he was down stairs, "For
oil's sake, run up and see that the murderer don't
icapo:" that was before Mr. O'Nell was dead; an
Beer came and kicked at the door and called to
ing to open; alter the lock was pretty well
osened King opened It, and came out aud surmdered,and said, "You may search me."
croBS-examtned.When the first shot was fired
r. Adams remarked, "tie la killing him;" would
nt like to swear positively that King said "You
ay search me," but is pretty sure it was said. >

TESTIMONY OF OFFICBB GIBNEY.
Officer Olbney testified that on the evening of
te loth of November, 1873, a gentleman came up
him in Nussau street and told mm there was a
an shot In No. 42 Pine street; he went there, and
ldge Sutherland met him on the stoop and told
mi ihe uiau who did It was m his private room;
j went up and called out, "I am a police officer,
»cn;" there was no answer; kicked at the door
id started the panel around the lock; witesswent back to the table and asked Judge
ltherlaud for the revolver, and got it (Identifies
, a five-shooter); there were two charges in the
lambers; just, as he approached the door of the
iner room again It was opened; witness stood in
le doorway; the prisoner was partly behind the
)or; he wore dark pants, a light overcoat, gloves,
is bands in his coot pockets, and a cane Riicklng
L> irom the left pocket; witness said, "1 am an
Beer, take your hands out oi your pockets and
row them up;" he did so; he said not a word;
hen witness arrested film Mr. O'Neil was lying lu
i office below stairs.

TESTIMONY OF FREDERIC* M. ADAM?.
Frederick M. Adams, stenographer, testified that
s was engaged in tak<ng the proceedings on tho
ilerenee. Mrs. Fouike, Mrs. O'Nell and Mr.
'Nell were examined. After all the parties con;rnedlelt, King iollowed, closed the door alter
iui, and the report or a pistol was heard. WituesB
>t up lroui his chair and then there was another
iport. Witness started lor the door, opened It,
hi saw King at the head of the stairs, he saw his
ghl band pointed out taking aim, and while he
as in that attitude a third report was beard. Me
as facing down the stairs. Then King caine
tck and passed witness and went into the office,
jt quickly, but at an ordinary walk.
On cross-examination, witness said he did not
so King at all during the examination. Could
jt recollect whether, on hearing the flrst
lot ho cried, "1 guess he's shooting turn."

TKSTIMONY Ok OPFICKR OILBKUT.
Officer Cllbert testified that he ran to No. 42 Pine
reet and received King In custody from Officer
ibney and touk turn to the station houas; no reirncdto No. 42 Pine street and assisted In searchgthe body of ttic dead man (O'Ncil), and found
revolver in his hip pocket, with four chambers
aded; they also found a memorandum book and

.Mrs, JLjog, wife ol the prisoner;
was in the inside pocket &t the 1$H Bide of the
lat; a>ter the body was taken to tne station
juse a hat was brought in with a bullet hole
roufch It. T *.
TO Mr. Beach.On the way to tne station house
ie crowd pressed so closely that they trod on my
wis; King did not express any apprehensions of
trsoual violence, only irom the crowding; he
ood about thirty or forty minutes lu tne general
10m at the stutiou house; there waanocxpresonof anxiety on his face; he was next taken to
ie Captain's room and then to the cell; I saw no
(Terence in his behavior in the cell; he remained
the cell an til next day, and there was no change
his demeanor; be was silent and quiet.
To the District Attorney.While King was stand*
ig at the sergeant's desk he was asked his name,
je, occupation, and so on, and he gave them:
>mo members ol the press came to see him an<i
mpector Walling visited htm while he was in the
;11.

TSSTIWOKT OP WXt.TBR S, 1,00 A V.
Walter s. began, a lawyer, testified that In Noember,1873, he was clerk with Scudder a Co.,
ho were lawyers for King in the bankruptcy prosedings.
Mr. Phelps here offered to prove a threat against
ie decoased made by King during a conversation
Uh King who called into tueir office in Wall street
ie Saturday before the homicide.
Mr. Beach.Did he consult you about business
lauersr
Witness.I asked htm about his divorce suits and
ie proceedings generally 1

3KK HERALD, FRIDAY,
Judge Brady said he understood the proceedings

to be privileged.
Mr. Phelps didn't see anvthing In the relations

between client and lawyer tuat enabled luiu to
make the lawyer ids confidant of his intention to
oommit a murder.
Judge Brady said neither did he, bnt the witnessoccupied professional relations with the

prisoner, and under recant decisions, his Impressionwas, the communication was privileged. He
would not, however, snut out the question mutt
he consulted the authorities, but let U be withdrawnlor the present.

THBTIMONY OF DENTS M. QUICK.
Denis M. Quick, lawyer, testified that 0'NeH

came Into his office alter being shot, and sat down
and lamed pale; be said nothing; a priest came
and administered the sacrament; O'Nefl died
quietly.

TESTIMONY OF AARON F. DAI.RYMFLK.
Aaron P. Dalrymple. who first examined the'

body of O'Neil, testified that the ballet entered at
an angle of thirty degrees.

TESTIMONY OK JOHN H. COWER.
John H. Comer testified that be Is a farmer and

delivers mlik in the city; he anew O'Neil, who was
in the lrelgbt department of the Erie Railroad;
he became acquainted with the prisoner and Ire*
qnentlv came down ou the same train with the

frtaoiier and the deceased; on several occasions
he prisoner complained that O'Neil was interferingbetween him and hla wite, and on one or two
occasions threatened to "masu" or "smash" his
head; on several occasions noticed the prisoner
getung very excited on seeing Mr. and Mrs.
O'Neil and Mrs. King coming irom the ferryhonse,
and saw him following them In a very excited
manner, and from this and other circumstances
witness was induced to see Mr. O'Neil and tell hlin
to look out, as Kiug was a desperate man and
would do him some mischief.
Cross-examined.We used to cross by the upper

ferry to Twenty-third street; a.ter leaving the
ferry King used to walk behind them Arty feet or
so ; Mr. O'Neil and Mrs. King walked first out of
the ferry and Mrs. CNeil followed them,

TESTIMONY OF flRTH E. WARNER.
Beth B. Warner testified that he kept a hotel

at Turner's Station In 1872. and saw the deceaaedand the prisoner a good deal together and
very friendly until the summer of 1872, when their
Intimacy ceased; on one occasion King came to
witness and said, "O'Neil is a damned fool, he had
better look out;" witness asked "whvlr" "Because."said he, "I shot my father-in-law;'" "flow?"
said I; "In sell-deteuce," says he, "be was a large
man and he knocked me down; 1 knew it was his
habit to stamp on a man wben he got him down
taai way, so 1 just drawed my pistol and shot him; I
didn't kill him though;" then he added that O'Neil
had better not tread on bis corns so much, that he
knew too much law lor O'Neil and would put up
law points on lilm.
Nothing Important for the defence was drawn

from the witness during his cross-examination.
AN AB8ENT WITNESS.

District Attorney Pnelps here, for the twentieth
time, called "Joseph Long," but Joseph, as usual,
was not forthcoming, whereupon Mr. Phelps expressedhis fear that the witness had been done
away with.
The Court, Bhortlv before 5 P. M.. adjourned until

thia morning. It Is expected that the testimony
for the prosecution will be finished to-day and the
defence be opened.

THE SOCK ISLAND POOL CASE.
Decision In Favor of the Deftndant»>
Plaintiff* Allowed, to Auiead Complaint.

Before Judge Van Brant.
William M. Earle and Anotner vs. George S.

Scott. William E. Strong and Others..In this case,
In wntch plaintiffs seek to recover $300,000 for allegedlosses suffered by them iu acting as brokers
lor the famous Rock Island Pool, Judge Van
Brunt, in Supreme Court, Special Term, has decided,lu the following opinion, to dismiss the
complaint, allowing plaintlflh, however, upon paymentof costs, to serve a new complaint:.
The defendants demur upon three grounds:.
Pint.That there is a delict of parties deiendnnt.
Sscond. iho several causes or action have been im-

properly uutrca; anu
Third.That the complaint does not state facts sufficientto constitute a cause of action.
Xne first ground ol demurrer.viz., that there Is a detectof parties deieDdant, does not- seem to me to be well

tuken. The allegation Is that the defendants and certain
oilier persons, whose names are unknown to there
planttid>. but whose names, when discovered, the
plaintiffs pray tor leave to join as defendants, entered
iuto a certain copartnership, Ac., tor the purchase of
certain stock. The delcndants can, by their auswer. set
up such other parties in interest as have nut been made
deiendants in ihe action, and tbev may be brought in by
an amended bill. Thure is no other way in which the
plain litis can provide lor unknonn deiendants. The
plaintiffs certainly cannot be hunnd to name as defendantspersons ot whose names they are ignorant
Tne third ground of demurrer Is that the complaint does
not slate tacts sufficient to constitute a cause ol actlou.
1 thlna that a fair interpretation ol this complaint shows
that the plaintiffs allege the lormation ot the copartnership.the appointment of William a. Woodward as the
manager of tnat copartnership, the purchase ot a large
amount or stock aud a sale or closing out of that stock
by the oruer of Woodward at a loss ot *300,000 to
the plaintiffs. The exact meaning of the words "closing
out'' is uot given, but we would understand bv them
that tuey had terminated their contracts for the stock
by and witn the couseut ot Woudward. These
tacts certainly show a good cause of action. It the languageused tu the complaint Is indefinite ana uncertalu
it can be remedied upon motion. The secono ground of
demurrer Is that several causes of actiun nave been improperlyunited, In that all the defendants named in the
complaint are not liable tor the whole.amount of the
damage claimed, but that there Is one cause of action
against all the deffci.Uauts named in the complaint, and
that there is another cause or action stated upon which
some ot the deiendants arc not liable. It cannot be necessaryto cite antborlties to sustain the proposition that
several causes ot action can be united in one complaintonly where each cause affects all the parties to the
aotion, aud they must be la lavor of all the
plaintiffs and against all the defendants. Althoughthe causes of action are not separated in
the complaint, yet they are distinctly two. The first
cause ot action is against the parties totming the first
partnership for the loss upon the stock purchased lor it,
and the second is tor the loss upon the stock bought tor
the second partnership. These firms are not shown to
be liable for the stock purchased on account of each
other; there is no averment of any community of Interestbetween them. The agreement between the two
copartnership* was as follows;."The first partnership
wax to hold the Mock by It purchased, and the second
partnership was to make additional purchases of stock,
and thereby enhance the price of the stock so that both
partnerships might make large gains and profits thereby."'there is no den log In all this that would make
one copartnership liable tor stock bought by or for accountot the otner. The fket that the defendant William
8. Woodward wa» a member ol both partnerships aud
was the manager ot both does not alter the question. 1
suppose that two firms may appoint one man their
agent, and each only be liable for his acts when he assumesto act tor that firm. Is Is, ot course, immaterial
whether these partnerships were two separate or distinctcombinations or one combination, whose objectand scope were enlarged by subsequent agreement, if
the members o; botli were the same, because in 'the
above case all in auy event would be bonnd for all due
losses sustained; therefore, unless it appears in the
answer that these partnerships were formed of different
members, this demurred cannot be sustained. The first
partnership was formed ot the delnndants, eight in number,and other parties whose name* are unknown. The
second partnership ts formed of the defendants,
John F. Tracy and William 8. Woodward, totetherwith divers other persons who* names are unnown.It therefore appears that the parties who lormed
the second combination or partnership were dltlerent
from those who formed the first, and the two combinationscannot be su*d in the same action unless each are
liable lor all the damages sustained by the deiendants In
the purchase ot stock* lor both. This, in tact, was the
ground taken npon the argument by the learned coun-el
tor tiif plaintiff*. But I think that I have shown that
there was no legal liability upon the second partnership
for the losses .sustained upon stock purchased lor the
first The demurrer must, therefore, be su.-ttlued upon
the second ground, plaintiffs to be allowed to amend
upon payment of costa of demurrer.
Mr. Dudley Field for two of the defendants; Mr.

Mariiury for defendant Scott; Henry H. Bennett
lor all the other defendants; William H. Anthon
for plaintltft.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHEB COUETS.

UPHTED STATES DISTRICT COURT.
Admiralty Cases.Decisions.

A libel was filed by John T. Walsh against the
steamboat John Farron, to recover for supplies furnishedto the steamer. In this case yesterday, In
the United States District Court, Judge Blatohlord
rendered his decision, dismissing the libel. He
says:."As the libel alleges that the vessel was a
domestic vessel, it must be held that there was no
lien upon ner by the maritime law fortbesupBlies,and none by the local law of New York." D.
[rMutioa for the Ubellaut; K. D. Benedict lor the

claimant.
Ihc Judge has also decided the case of John

Jackson vs. James T. Esston and James McMshon.
This action was brought to recover damages for
injury to a canalboat by the burstlug of the
boiler of a steam tug. The libel is dismissed with
costs. W. R. Beebe for the iibeilant; W. W. floodrichTor the clajjuiut,inthe mitter or William Cavan against the
steamship Angelica, which was an action to recoverfor damages caused by a collision, the Judge
proera a decree for the utveiiaut with costs, villi »
reference toa commlMloSer to asWTTaii theamotfnt of u£mageR._

SUPTEME COURT.CHAMBERS.
Decisions.

ny Judge Donohue.
Mutual Life insurance Company vs. Martin,

Bmlth vs. Btuitb, Hadlsy vs. Boelim, Fanning vs.
Fanning, Slate vs. Crystal bpriug Company..
Memorandums.
Walsh vs. Clancy, Wlnaor vs. The Phoenix Ware*

honsclng company, Byrne vs. The Underground
Hallway Company..Motions denied.

/.abriHkie vs. Meyer..Motion denied as to
abtdement.
Meyer vs. Heath..Motion denied, with fiocosts.
Davis vs. Brown, in the matter of the application

of the Directors of Arnold's Hluctro-Ualvau.c Iron
Works, Arnold vs. Arnold..orders granted.

In the matter, Ac., application of Fridfvay..
Motion granted.
Van Tassel vs. Van Tassel, White vs. Merilam..

Granted.

SUPERIOR COURT-TRIAL TERIB.PART I.
(fcuestlon of Commissions on Ussrlons

Interest.
Before Jndge xtoneil.

The old suit brought by the Merchants' ExchangeNational Bank to recover the vain* of 304
hogsheads of tobacco, amounting to some 1100,000.

MARCH 6. 1874..TRIPLE
hu been on trial In this Court for the past two
days. It wan cla'ined that Cornelius Oakley, a to-
bucco merchant, obtained moneys Irom the r
cashier of the bank ior purchase of the tobacco,
and that in this way the latter had become largely
indebted to the trunk, and that subsequently he
ooiatned advances iroin the warehouse company
on the tobacco, ulie warehouse company claimed
that unuer its chart ;r it was empowered to make
advances upon poods in its charge and charge
commissions the i<ame as commission merchants.
The case went to tne court of Appeals ou demurrer
to the complaint, it was held by the Court o( Appealsthat ii the charge of commission was hortd
jute the warehouse company was entitled to recover;but nit was a mere cover for the exaction
of usurious interest that then the bank wonld be
entitled to recover. Toe testimony was aoont the
same as at the previous tilal. The Jury, uot havingairreed at a late lionr, they were ordered to
bring in a seated verdict.

SUPERIOR COtiBT-SKCHU. TEBRL
Decl»ltMio.

By Jndge enrtta.
Adams va Hauoen; Bull's Head Bank vs Woddell;

Frame vs. Bale..Motions granted.
By Judge Van Vorat.

Van Buren vs. Cort.Judgment for plaintiff and
accounting ordered.

Wo I W com RDM PlEAj.TBIAL TERR.PAHT L
Bait tor Adrancei to Market Sweepers.

Before Judge Locw.
During several months in 1870 Phlneas H. Kingslandadvanced money to the city amounting to

some $0,000 to pay the market sweepers, and the
latter assigned to blm their claim. The Board
or Apportionment made an appropriation to pay
the amount, a warrant was drawn for rbe same
and |nat then came in the Foley injunction preventingita payment. Not haviug been able since
to get Ins money irorn the city, suit was brought
In this Court tor the amount. The case came on
(or trial yesterday. Mr. William C. Troll appearing
lor the plaintiff and Mr. Dean tor the city. The defencela that there is no appropriation to cover the
claim.
Cam Where the City Won't Pay ftent.
For sixteen years past the Croton Aqueduct Departmenthas occupied as a storeroom a portion

or No. 12 Chambers street, the rent being $400 a
year. The rent was paid regularly nntil last year,
when the Comptroller refused payment, and,
thereupon, suit was brought to compel payment.
The defence was that tne Common Council had
never authorized the hiring of the premises, and 4
It was Insisted that 11 such a thing was allowed all
the departments of the city might be hiring all
aorta ot premises tor all sorts ol purposes. Mr.
Dean represented the city and Maloonn Campbell
the plaintiff. The Jury, however, could not agree
and were discharged.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS.SPECIAL TEHI,
Decisions*

By Judge Lsrremore.
McAllister vs. McAllister; Terwuilger vs. TerwUliger..Reportsconfirmed. Divorces granted.
Harris vs. New York W. a. B. Railroad Company..Motiondenied without prejudice.
People ex >el. vs. UoCioskey vs. Green..The

question 01 payment auu acceptance must uo trieu.
Application denieO.
Moynabau vs. Same..flee memorandum.

By Judge Robinson.
Canning vs. Canning,.Motion to oonQrm denied.Ordered case be sent back for lurttier proof.
Khrlnger vs. Ehringer..Motion lor alimony, Ac.,

denied.
By Judge Larremore.

Barnnm vs. tUe Mayor, ac.; Matthews vs. Same;
Suavey vs. Sauie; dallagner vs. Same; Downs
vs. flame; De Esprit vs. Same; tfuiuu
vs. flame; Crow vs. flame : Bunn vs. Same;
Powers vs. Same; Morton vs. Same; Wagner vs.
flame; Salter vs. >auie; Dolan vs. flame; Simmons
vs. same; SUutwell vs. Same; Underbill vs.
flume; coit vs. same: Swinson vs. flame; Ueander
vs. flame; Fltv.patriok vs. flame; Van Kan&t vs.
Same; skinner vs. flame; Kane vs. Same. Judgmentlor plaintiffs. Demurrers overruled.

MAB1NE COUBT.PART 2.
Judgments at Inquest*

Ileiorc Judge Snea.
John MeLoughian vs. CbrlstoDber Keves..Judgmentlor plaintiff, $103 90, wltb cost o( action.
Betbnal C. Wheeler vs. William u. Moore"et aL.

Judgment for plaintiff $810 87, wltn costs.

MARINE COURT-PART 3.
Decisions.

By Judge Joachimsen.
Lowenblen vs. Howe Judgment lor Plaintiff for

$370 48 and costs and (26 allowance.
Madden vs. Oleo.Margarine Manufacturing Company..Judgmentlor plaintiff lor $390 06 and costs

and $26 allowance.
Seymour vs. flame..The like, for $333 97 and

$26 allowance.
Walsn vs. flame..The like, for $164 86 and costs

and $26 allowance.
Brewster vs flame..The like, for $254 30 and

costs and $26 allowance.
Young vs. same..The like, for $233 07 and costs

and $25 allowance.
McKcllar vs. Meyers..Verdict and Jndgment for

plaintiff tor $101 63 and costs and $26 allowance.
Uanse vs. McCiave..Verdict and judgment for

plaintiff for $829 72 and costs and $25 allowance.
Kicn vs. Cordon..Judgment for plaintiff lor $34;

no costs.

TOMBS" POLICE COURT.
Stolen Bonds Brought to Light.

fBciore Jnstloe Bixby.
On the 10th oi March. 1873, the office of the

Pennsylvania and Western Railroad Company, No.
60 Broad street, was entered and flfty-slx $1,000
mortgage bonds, valued at $40,000, were stolen
tbereirom. Captain Irving has bad the case In his
hands ever since, and, alter a long search, traced
them through various bands to Wintam c.
Brandon, of No. 746 Broadway. Captain Irving and
Detective McDougal went to Brandon's place
on Wednesday night and arrested biua. Tbe safe
was searohed, and the flity-six bonds were found,
pnt away In a secret drawer. Brandon, being
brought before Justice Bixby at the Tombs court
yestelday afternoon, was held In $40,000 ball to
answer. Brandon, who has been arrested a numberof times on similar charges, denied t hat he had
any knowledge of the boudB being stolen, and
stated that he had bought them in a regular
business way.

How to Recover a Lost Watch.
Mrs. M. D. Starr, of No. 155 Lexington avenue,

was robbed of ber watch in a Fourth avenue car
last Tuesday evening. Tbe following day she
placed an advertisement In the Hkraui offering
$60 reward, and a lew days alter received the lolilowing as an answer to tne advertisement:.
Mrs. Btiis-1 have paid f£0 for n watch found snmn

time last week. It is a real Henry Copt wstoh, worth
shout 1136 or SI50- a monogram la.lie-.' sold watch. I
will not ia*u $40 tor tbe watcb, so increase the reward.
Vours. HUMAN NATURE.

P. 3..Answer through (\>mmerrial Adcertuer or Kxpres*.
The lady advertised as requested, and two

men called ou Uer with a wnttea agreement.
She recognized one of the parties presentlugthe agreement as the person who had taken
such an interest in her when she first expressed
her leellugs in the car on the toss of her watch.
Detective Williamson arrested the two men. They
were taken to the Central Police OHlce and dischargedby Inspector McDerniott. Mrs. Starr, with
Detective Will lain-on, came before Justice Bixby
yesterday and told her story to that magistrate.
"Where are tnese men, officer 1" said Justice

Bixby.
"Well, Tonr Honor," answered the officer, "InspectorMcDermott thought they were respectable

men and discharged them."
Judge BLxby.Inspector McDermott has no right

to usurp functions that do not belong to hiin. 1
want those men brought here, omcer.
Later In tbe alternoon Mrs. Starr was ushered

Into the examination room, and also Detective
Williamson. The two persons who had been so
anxious to get Mrs. Starr's watch lor her were
also present. Henry E. Pike, of No. 53 West
Eighteenth street, was one, and Charles Crawiord,
ol No. 410 Sixth avenue, the other.
judge Btxby, at the conclusion, handed Mrs. Starr

her watch, and said to like and Crawiord that he
telt that they had been engaged in a swindling
transaction, and was sorry that the law did not
warrant him In holding them to answer. The lady
put her watch in her pocket, for which she did not
pay any reward, aijjJ walked away happier and
wiser.;.T. ""

The Pottcjr Dealers.
fhomas J. Taylor and eleven others, who were

arrested on Wednesday in a Chatham street policy
shop, were yesterday taken belore Judge Btxby.
Three of the men arrested testified that they had
bought policy slips from Taylor, and two of them
were Bent to the Houbc ol Detention. Tbe rest,
with the exception of Taylor, were discharged.
wall held In $1,000 ball to answer.
Sergeant Blair, of the Second tireclnct, yesterdaymorning visited a policy shop alleged to bo

kept by Henry Van Taasell at No. 9 Ann street.
The books, papers, Ac., were seized and taken lo
court. Only one person, a negro, was arrested,
besides Van Tassail. He was discharged, and Van
Tassell was held In $1,000 bail to answer.

Burglary In Molt Street.
On the 26th of February tho premises of Mrs.

Alice Menzer, No. 230 Mott street, were broken
Into and $400 worth of Jewelry and clotning carriedoff. Mrs. Menzer apprised Captain Irving of
her loss, and he detailed Officer Fields to work np
the case. Wednesday night the officer arrested
two young men, namea Francis Hopkins and
William Kelly, on suspicion, lu a saloon on the
Bowery, petween Houston and Stanton streets.
They were searched In the station house and a gold
chain was found in tne possession of Kelly, which
wu subsequently identified by Mrs. Menzer, As
Hopkins and Kelly had both been seen prowling
aronud No. 230 Mott street about the time of the
robbery, they were held In $2,000 ball, each, to
anzwer,

SHEET.
COURT CAlimmrc.TXtS OAT. | J

Sutrkmk Court.chamhirr.Held by JudgeUoDObU*..Noa. 45, 62. 08, 73, 78, 86, 113, 97, 98. 90,
101, 108, 108, 108),, 120, 120, 130, 168, 187, 1C8, 172,176, 178, 181, 182, 184, 186, 188, lbU, 103, 190, 200. Cull
201.
HlTRHIl COUBT.GRNRR aI. TKKM.Hold t)J JU<1gC»Dart", Dame la and l.awreuo..Preierred causes.

Noa. 100, 1U2. Knumerated motion*.Noa. 130, 131,
134, 136, 136, 187, 138, 140, 141. 142, 143, 144, 145, 146,
147, 148, 140, 150. 161, 152, 164, 166, 166, 167. j
Suikbmk Court.Circuit.Part 2-Held by Judge T

Van Brunt.Noa. 2062, 2950, 2800, 2046, lesa, 2018, 1
2418, 2346, 2706. 2644, 1238, 1298, 2008, 2320, 218s, 2244, 1

2488, 2142, 2380, 2752, 2700, 2955, 2878, 2610, 2798.
Part ».Adjourned until Monday. 1 1

fSuriRioR Court.Trial Tkhm.Part 1.Held by r
Judge Monell.Court opens at eleveu A. M..Noa. e

703, 800, 845, 663, 637, 741, 1023, 871, 731, 885, 480, a

633, 368. 841, 671. Part 2.Held by Judge Freed- t
num..Noa. 1060, 846, 880, 830, 808, 1484, 860, 870, u

1400, 836, 878. 810. 476, 890. 1
Court or Common Pleas.General Term.Held l

by Judges C. P. Dalj, Hooiuaon and J. F. Daly.. <

Noa. 80, 146, 38. 66, 67.112, 142. I <

Court or Common Plkas.trial Term.Part 1. >

Held by Judge Loew..Noa. 2120, 88, 2077, 1569, 2728,
1303, 832, 2420, 2-281, 2344, 570, 1651, 249W, 2178, 1590.
Makink Court.Trial 1'bkm.Part 1.Held by

Judge Hpauldltlg..Nos. 3217, 440*. 4530, 3264, 8352,
4598, 8246, 3410, 3412. 3414, 3420, 3422. 3428, 34;10, 3438.
Part 2.Held by Judge ttbea..Noa. 3389. 3211,
3328, 8115, 3416, 2383 Ji, 2843, 3423, 3427, 3429. 3433.
3437, 3441, 8443, 3461. Part 3.Held by Judge
Joacblmaen,.Nos. 3H13, 4019, 4679, 4397, 4t;51, 36S8,
4893, 3206, 4613, 4617, 4420,4131, 4082, 4200, 3800.

BROOKLYN COURTS.
'!

SUPREME COURT.SPtClAL TERM. !
A BtBwuim car society ana (lie ronii-

cIbdi.Action Agaloit Jidici M. Craig i
for Alleged Asuanlt.$10,000 Damagei jClaimra.Order of Arred UranUd. t
The Defendant Lfavn the City. <

Before Judge Pratt. 1

There has been considerable talk in political ctr- J
clea during the past few days over a suit brought <

against Mr. James 11. Craig, the lawyer and well J
known democratic politician of t&la city, by Mr.
William J. Parka, of Montague'street, for alleged <

assault and battery. The plaintiff is the son of *

Mr. William Parka, a prominent and wealthy real-
dent of Brooklyn, a member of the Prospect Park :

Fair Grounds Association and well known among
the turnnen of this part of the country. Mr.
Craig, the defendant, is one of the leading
democratic politicians of Kings county and [
his reputation extends throughout the State.
During the administration of Governor Hoffman
he was a member of the Governor's staff, lie was

also, formerly, Chairman of the Kings County
Democratic General Committee, and has always
been among the foremost In the local and State
councils of his party, lie Is associated in the law
business with Mr. Sidney Webster, the son-in-law
of Secretary Fish. I

It seems that a month or so ago yonng
PARKS AMD CRAIO HAD ROUE OIKFICTLTT

with each other, which, however, was understood
to have been Anally settled, on the doth ult. Craig,
In company with his wile, called at the plaintiff's
residence, No. 100 Montague street, and on

entering the parlor had a few words with
Parks. Partes made some quick reply,
when, as charged, Craig struck him on
the head and wrist witu a cane. The former
wrenched the cane from his grasp, whereupon
Craig seized an Iron poker lrorn near the hreplace
and was about to renew the assault, wneu a
brawny domestic, who had been attracted to the
place by the noise of tae rencontre, lnterlered and
deprived him ol the weapon. Oratg tnen

SEIZED A PA.IH OF TON (id I ,

and started for the plaintiff, who was escaping up
stairs. At this Juncture of affairs Mr. B. G. Smith,
the orother-ln-law of young Parks, appeared upon
the scene and prevented any lurther demonstrationson the part oi tue defendant, who shortly al-
turnrapfli lftft fhft hmiam

This salt was subsequently brought, damages be-
lng laid at $10,000. On Wednesday last Mr. Thomas
G. Pearsall, counsel lor plaintiff, appeared before
Judge Pratt ana applied for an order of arrest
against Craig.
Judge Pratt granted the order and fixed

the boil at $800. 1 lie order was delivered to a
deputy sheriff, wbo immediately repaired to Mr.
Craig's residence in Montague terrace, where he
ascertained that the dcienaaut bad lelt the city.'
The officer returned and ao reported. Thus the
case stands at present. Mr. Craig is still out of
town, and it has not appeared when he will return.
Th< Bwez-Hatch Cm®.'The Order of ArrestVseated.Another Salt.
Judge Pratt yesterday decided to vacate the

order of arrest against ex-President Baez in the
suit of David Hatch, already lolly reported. Tne
decision is as follows
Upon reading and filing the order to show canoe made

heroin by Mr. Justice Gilbert on the ad day ol March ui-
atant, and an affidavit sf Buenaventura Baca, the defendant,on which said order was granted, and the coun-
tor affidavit ot David Dutch, the plaintiff, and alter
hearing Mr. Van Wugaer ana Mr. Choate ior the delead-
ant in behalf or their motion to vacate the order of arrest
granted herein by Mr. Justice Pratt on lhe :irilh day of
February, 1874. holding tiie defendant to bail in the turn
oi $-.V» U, and Mr. Maxwell uud Mr. Cross, for the plain-
tiff, in opposition to said motion, aud due deliberation
having been had. it la ordered that the said order at ar-
rest be, ana the same la hereby vacated, and that the
said defendant be and the same la hereby discharged
from custody thereunder, with $10 coste to defeiulaut.

Another Malt,
Another salt has been commenced against Baez,

the plaintiff being Mr. Jnlius M. Coiumbanl, of Ivbw
York. Yesterday his counsel applied to Judge
Pratt for an order of arrest against the defendant.
The application was based on a lengthy affidavit,
setting lorth that in its;o the plaintiff was imprisonedby Baez Illegally, and that his health, commercialcredit and reputation were greatly impairedthereby. He claims damages in the sum of
$200,000.
The application was denied. It will probably be

renewed beiore some other supreme Court judge
in Mew York or Brooklyn.

CITY COURT.SPECIAL TERU
Alleged Illegal Increase of Crosstowa

Railroad Stock.
Before Judge Nellson.

Alderman Demas strong, a large stockholder In
the Crosstown Railroad Company, has brought
salt to restrain the Board of Directors from increasingthe capital stock by $100,000 by issuing
additional shares to that amount, and selling them
for fliry per cent of the par value of the same. The
Board have passed a resolution to that effect aud
given printed notice or their intention. The plain-
tiff alleges that it tnis be accomplished the value
of the original stock held by hlin and others will
be depreciated. He claims that all such action is
illegal.
Judge Neilson has granted a temporary injunctionand an order to show cause why a permanent

injunction should not issue. The' case will be
heard next Tuesdar. 1

UNITED STATES SUPBEME COUKT.

OMiilaai. '

Washington, March 5, 1874.
No. 451. Grover A Baker Sewing Machine Company,Wheeler A Wilson Sewing Machine Company

and the Singer Manufacturing Company vs. Flor-
ence Sewing Machine Company.Error to the
Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts..This
was an action by the Florence Company, a Mass;;-
cbusetts corporation, against the other companies
to recover back certain moneys alleged to be due
from them by reason of overpayments made by the
Florence Company as patent rent under an agreementproviding for a reduction in the rent in case
of the granting by the other companies ol any
additional licenses. The suit being bronght in tne
Supreme Judicial Conrt of the Stajp, motion was \
fttadi to remove it to the Circuit court of the
United States. The Giover A Baker Company was
a Massachusetts corporation also, but the other
two were iprqlgn corporations.one of ConnecticutMid tire otnfF or New York, "this
Court below held that where one of tne derendant
corporations was of the name state with the plain*
tiff, where the salt was brought, removal was not
authorized, and the trial proceeded und resulted in
favor of the Florence coaipauy. Tbo question
f(resented here was whether the Court was right.this decision of (lie auestlon of removal. Mr.
^uHTlCe cilffofd deUVhiea the opinion or the Court
at considerably length, affirming the Judgment oelow,AV the conclusion it is said:."Either the nonresidentplaintiff of non-resident defendant may
remove the cause uhder the act for that purpose,
provided that all the plaintiffs or all the defendantsJoin In the petition, and all the parties
petitioning ara non-residents, as required under
tne Judiciary act; but It Is a great mistake to supposethat any such right Is conferred by tbat act
when one or more of the plaintiffs or one or moro
of the petitioning defendants are citizens of the
State In which the suit is pending, as the act Is
destitute or any language which can be properly
construed to confer any such right, unleaa all the
plaintiffs or all the defendants are non-resident
and join In the petitiou." Dissenting, Justices
Miller and Bradley.
No. 677. The Cbioago City Railroad Company vs.

Alltoner..Appeal (Tom the circuit Court of the
Northern District of Illinois..The directors of the
company, without consultation or calling a meetingof the stockholders, resolved to increase the
capital stock of the company ftom $1,250,000 to
$1,500,000. The appellee, a stockholder, objected j1 to the prooeedlng and filed his bill to prevent the 1

5
nerwane. Instating that it eonid not be lawfaiir
Ion'! without the concurrence of the *toclsiioidcr«.
I'lie court below sustained tne position ami reitrainedtUe act. That decree 1* here attlrmed on
he irround that a ch injre so organic and lunrtauentalas that ol increaaiu* th capital stock of

i corporation beyond the limit fixed by thecharter
annul be made by the directors aione, unless exire-myauthorized thereto. Mr. Justice stiong deIveredthe opinion.
No. 455. Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Comianyvs. Trustees of Sixth Presbyterian Church.

'rror to the supreme Court of the District of Colunuia..Thechurch recovered a judgment against
he company for SU.bW damages for running the
oaJ throngb Mixta street In lront of tbe church
dlflce. The company obtained a writ of error.
iQtl a motion wax made to dismiss it on tbe ground
b it tbe law under wblcli tbe assessment of damluesKM uiade by tbe jury In tbe cane waa a Maryamistatute, wbiob, by tbe construction of tile
Uarvl.tnd courts, does not allow an appeal or writ
if error. Mr. Justice Miller delivered tbe opinionicnymg the motion, holding tbat tbe writ baa In
inch a case, notwithstanding tne objection urged.Ibe eariv decision of tbts court. It Is said, beld that
tbe ngtit to tbe writ exists bv virtue of the apel^tepower of tills Court as defined in the act Of
1*01 creating the'Clrcult Court 01 the district, andthe Court Is governed by tbat act.
No. Ha. Barring Bros. vs. Uabney, Morgan A

Co.-hrror u> the Supreme Court of South Carolina..TblBease involved the distribution of tbe
assets of the lia.uk of tue Htate ot South Carolina,
on Its own account and as ine financial agent of the
State, now in the nanus 01 a receiver, and particularlythe question of the title of tbe lire loan bondholdersand tne fire loan stockholders.bonds
and stock, negotiated Dy uie bauk. under the authorityof tbe Miate, for the rebuilding of Charlestonafter the lire of lsni. 'Ibe boi.de were taken
up in Europe and tbe stock In tbe United States,
ibe former had tbe guarantee of the bank, and tbe
atterdidnot. Tbe decision. is that the Are loan
jomlhoiders aye op an equal footing with the other
jredlrors'or the bank, and tbat the fire loan stockHoldersaie not creditors of the bauk at all, and
rot entitled to any participation in the lunu. me
issots are directed to be distributed aiuoug the
creditors of the bank In proportion to the amount
ji claims, reducing tbose arislug during the war
lo their values in national currency. This is an
Herniation of the Judgment ol the Supreme Court
it the State. Mr. Justice Bradley delivered tbe
jpinlou. Mr. Justice strong dlasentcd.
No. 200. Croply vs. Cooper..Appeal {torn tho

Supreme Court of tbe District of Columbia..WilliamCooper left a will containing the following
clause:."To my daughter, Elizabeth Croply, at her
mother's death I give and bequeath the rent of my
house on Pennsylvania avenue, m the city of Washington,for and dnring her life, and at her death It
Is my will that the said house be sold and the avails
therefrom become the property of her children, or
child, when be. she or they have arrived at tbe age
of twenty-one years, the interest in the meantime
to he applied to their maintenance." The daughterhad one child at the death of tbe testator, who
lived to be twenty-one years of age, and died lnteslatoand unmarried, In the lifetime of his mother.
1UW lUUhUCl, CillMIUClU V>&U|Jijrv UU I* UIBIIU9 bUO

property under the clause ot the will quoted. The
Court below <<uatained a demurrer, holding that
the devise over to the children, or child, of ElizabethCroply was contingent upon its, or their, survivingthe mother, and, also, attaining the age of
twenty-one years. That decree 1s here reversed,
where it la held, In substance, that the testator
vested the residuum In the child or children of ElizabethOroDly, and there leit it without further disposition.tonow go to the mother. Mr. Justice
bwayne delivered the opinion.
No. 184. Hawyer vs. Pickett et al..Appeal from

the Circuit Court for »he Northern District of Dllnois..Thiswas the lorecloaure ol a mortgage given
by the appellees to the Fox Itiver Valley Railroad
Company to secure a subscription note, and by the
company assigned to the apnellsnt. The defence
was.tliat the note and mortgage were obtained by
Iraud of the company practised to Induce property
owners in the locality ol the appellee to subscribe
to Us siock. The Conrt below sustained the defenceand dismissed the bill. That uecree is he;e
reversed, the Court holding that the detenoe is not
satisfactorily proven, and that, as against the appellant,a bond Jiuc bolder, without notice, it
should not be sustained. Mr. Justice Runt deliveredthe opinion.
No. 210, Schooner Mary II. Banks vs. Steamer

Falcon.Appeal from the Circuit Court for the Districtof Maryland.This was the reversal of a decreedismissing the libel ot the schooner in a case
of collision on the Chesapeake Bay in Jnly, 1867, the
principle afterwards being that it was the dnty of
the steamer to see the schooner as soon as she
was to be discovered, watch her progress and
direction, observe the general situation and thus
keep out of her way, naviug at command all the
means to do so.ample sea room, calm weather
and water, abundant lig.nt and no otner vessel in
proximity on eltkier side. It is also said the
steamer was grossly at laolt In approaching too
near the schooner and at too high a rate of speed,
which, as asserted, was the real cnu.se of the disaster.Mr. Justice Swayne delivered the opinion.
No. 207. Town of Queensbury vs. Culver.Error

to tne Circuit Court for the Northern District of
New York..This was an action on Interest warrantsattached to bonds issued by the town In aid
of the construction of a railroad from the village of
Glenn's Falls to intersect the Saratoga and WhitehallRailroad. The bonds were purchased by the
delendant in error, without notice of any defence.
On the trial the unconstitutionality of the law
authorizing the subscription and various irregularitieswere urged as rendering the bon is invalid,
but the judgment was lor the complainant, and Is
here amrnied on lue authority of the numerous
decisions by this court in similar oases. Mr. JusticeStrong delivered the opinion.
No. 63. Caldwell vs. United States.Appeal from

the Conrt of Claims..This was an action on a contractfor the transportation of military stores and
supplies In the West. The government maintainedthat there was no covenant to employ Caldwellon tue route to the exclusion of otuer persons
or means, but thejOoiift of Claims gave judgment,
for the claimant ror a portion of tne amount
alleged to be due. The judgment is here revcind
and the defenco.oi ths government sustained. Mr.
Justice llunt delivered the opinion.
No. 164. Clarke et al. vs. Johnson et al., executors.Appeallrom the Circuit Court for the SouthernDistrict ot New York..The appellants sought

to recover of the defendants as executors of one

Boorman, who was last surviving executor of their
great grandfather, J. R. smith, the present value
oi certain lands ox which he died seized. The
comniatnants were children or the son of a daughterol the testator, tlieLr grandfather dying beiore
tueir grandmother. A codicil to the will provided
lor the chbdren of a daughter whose husband
should survive her, but not for the children of a
d.uurhter who should survive her husband. Hence
it was Held beiow and is affirmed here thai the
limitation over to the grandchildren provided by
the codicil does not inure to the benefit of the
complainants. Mr. Justice Miller delivered the
opinion.
No. l»9. Zantztnger vs. Gnnton.Appeal from

the Supreme Couit of the District of Colombia..
This was the affirmance of a decree of the Supreme
Court of the District determining that certain
lands conveyed by the parents of the wife of Zautlinger(otlunton terminated their Interest in the
property and vested It In Gnnton and the Rank ol
Washington, o( which be is president, and concludesthe complainants as heirs. Mr. Justice
Miller delivered the opinion.
No, 'ill. Morgan ex S. ». day.Error to the

Circuit Court of Louisiana..The testator was
charged as the drawee and acceptor of an inland
bill of exchange of which one Goodrich was the
drawer, and with being the drawer of another ol
which Pitcher and Goodrloh were the drawees.
The plaintiff did not allege that the payee and first
endorser was a citizen of a State other than Louisiana.only averring that ho was a citizen of Louisville,by. This allegation Is deemed insufficient to
give the Court Jurisdiction, and the judgment is
reversed and the oause remanded, that amendmentsmay be made to tbo pleadings showing the
citizenship of the endorsers ol the bilisand whether
such as to give jurisdiction. Mr. Justice strong
delivered the opinion.
No. 1A1. Riein vs. Russell-Error to the Circuit

Court for the Northern District of New York..This
was an action to recover for an alleged infringementof a patent.for Improvement in the process
of preparing bark-tanned sheep and lamb skins
for glove i, oy the agency of "fat liquor," an article
produced by the scouring of dee: skins after tanningIn oil The Judgmeut below was lor the patentee,the verdict having found the fact of infringement,and it is sustained here. Mr. Jostle*
Bwayne delivered the opinion.
No. <78. Rotlo, Assignee tn Bankruptcy.Appeal

from the Circuit Conrt for the Northern District of
Illinois.This was an affirmance of a decree below*
refusing to allow Gray to set off an indebtedness
due from him to the assignee agatnst an equal
amount of Indebtedness due from the assignee to
the Arm of Gray Brothers, of which he was a partner.Mr. Jnstloe Bradley delivered the opinion.'
Ex parte State Insurance Company of Missouri..

Motion for a mandamus, to compel the Circuit
Oonrt to try the cause removed thereto, denied,
llr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion.
ARREST OB It OHARQB OP MAIL ROBBERY.
John IMllon, thirty-four years of age, wat

arrested in Brooklyn yesterday, upon the chargi
of having robbed the United States malL Th«
prisoner was employed to carry the nulla on tht
railroad, between Winona and Carleton, Miss,and it Is alleged be stole $IM from a letter directed
to Frederick Ball, at the former place, In Feoruarjlast. Suspicion becoming attached to blm, he an
to Brooklyn, where he was arieated, as set forth
lie Is held to answer.


